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1. PIRM]TS

355 W North Temple .  3 Tr iod Center .  Sui te 350 .  Sol t  Loke Citv,  UT 84180-1203 .  801-538-5340

INSPECTION REPORT

INSPTCTI0N DATE & TIl,lE:
9 :00  a .m .  t o  1 :00  p .m .

tuly 2I, L9B7

Fermittee and/or Operators lhme: Co-0p Mining Co.
Business Address: P. 0.  Box fZaBusiness Address:Business Address: P. 0. Box 1245 Ffuntington, Utah 84528
Mine l"lame: Bear
Type of t'liniig'lffifEy: 

-IffiiFground 
X Surfaffi

County: Emer
Company 0fficial MeL Coonrod
State  0 f f ic ia l (s ) : ltJm. Mal-enci.k. Fhrold Sandbeck
Part,ral: X Complete : Date of Last
lYeather coidfTlS-ns: ClearEoF
Part ia l : X Comp .Ine 70

Acreage: Fbrmitted
En f orcement Action :--Tlilne
Followup Matters: Ma

CS.,IPLIANCE WITH PERMITS AND PERFORMANCE STANDARDS

N/A COMMENTS

rl-ut}* /
\  Normon H. Bongerter,  Governor
I  Dee C, Honsen, Execut ive Director

D ionne R,  N ie lson,  Ph.D. ,  D iv is ion  D i rec tor

YES NO

2. S]GNS AND MARKERS
3. TOPSOIL
4. HYDROLOGIC BALANCE:

C. SEDIMENT roNDS AND IMPOUNDMENTS

e. SURFACE AND GROUNDWATER MONITORING
f. EFFLUENT LIMITATIONS

5. EXPLOSIVES
5. DISPOSAL OF DEVELOFMENT WASTE AND SPO]L

8. NONCOAL ITJASTE

RELATED ENVIRONMENTAL VALUES
10. SLIDES AND OTHER DAI'4AGE
II. CONTEMPORANEOUS RECLAMATION

L3. REVEGETATION
14. SUBSIDENCE CONTROL

15. ROADS
O .

b . DRAINAGE CONTROLS
c. SURFACING
d. MAINTENANCE

17. OTHER TRANSPORTATION FACILITIES
18. SUPPORT FACILITIES
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INSPECTION REPORT
(continuation sheet ) Page L of

PERMIT NUMBIR: ACT/OI5/O?5 DATE 0F INSPECTION -1:1Y 21' 1987

( Comments are |tumbered to Correspond with Topics Listed. Above )

GENERAL COMMENTS:

The mine site and surrounding area had again experienced a high intensity
storm the afternoon and nighi before the inspecti.on. This was the same
storm event that Mark Eubank reported over the Salt Lake City news that
had hit the Salt Lake area and was calculated as a 1 :500 year storm; near
Kearns, Utah, os a 1:2500 year storm. I have no j-nformation to guage the

intensity of this storm at the mine site, but, i t was the same general
storm wh-erein a warm f ront f rom the south cotlided with a coLd f ront f rom
the north. Nlo rain guages exist at the mine site .

FOLLOWUP MAINTENANCE WORK:

Followup maintenance work noted on page two of the inspection report of
fune 3O, LgB7, was completed. l-bwever, the aforementioned storm
obfuscates the effectiveness of some oi the hydrologic preventative

maintenance work itemized in the previ-ous report . Further, some of the

same items require additional attention as a result of the instant storm

and are mentioned below.

The dirt berm was installed by the oit barrels on the middle pad.

4. HYDROLOGIC BALANCE:

Mr. Coonrod mentioned that Co-Op Mine Co. is considering installing
culverts by the lower pad drain ditch, By copy of this report, I a.m
requesting D0GM hydrologist Torn Munson to meet with Mr. Coonrod and the

undersignio to revien p6ssible drainage problems and solutions associated

with the recent F{iawatha Portal and other hydrologic maintenance problems
that perhaps have more feasible long term solutions.

4b. DIVTRSIONS:

Runoff was still evident at the time of inspection in several- areas at the
mine site and observations were made as follows:

A. [tater was standing on a small portion of the upper pad by the lamp
house.

3

B. Runoff had topped the drain
the road surface immediatelY
and upper Pad.

ditch and flowed over a small portion of
above the switchback between the middl-e
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INSPECTION REPORT
(continuation sheet ) Page 3 of

PERMIT NUMBER: ACT /OL5/O25 DATE 0F INSPECTION efy 21' W

( Comments are lrtumbered to CorresponO witn lop

deepened the drain ditch by another switchback between the
lower pad.

D. A culvert and drain ditch below the offiee was being worked on at the
time of inspection. lhe culvert was blocked, and the silt fence on
the cul-vert exit side was nearly f u1l.

Since item D is below the sediment pond, hydrologic maintenance was
properly started with the most signficant problem. Items a-c all drain
into the sediment pond, and followup storm maintenance work was to move
progressively on tb items a-c. In my opinion, of the_tlme of inspection
the-mine company was diligentty working on necessary followup work as a
result of the storm.

4d. OTHER SED]MENT CONTROL MEASURES:

Some silt fences require additional attention as a result of the
aforementioned storm.

14. SLBSIDENCE CONTROL:

Subsidence control, more particularly the install ing and surveying of
markers, was completed the weekend oi Jrly 18 and 19, L987, by Dqn C*ly.
The matter of su'bsidence and compliance witn the MRP was the subject of

NOV B7-25-4-L The abatement t ime was extended to 5 p.m., Jl ly 7I, L987,
and included the submission of required information to D0gvl headquarters.
A proposed amendment to the MRP has been made relative to the type of

markers and making annual measurements instead of biannual.

Copy of this Report:
Mailed to: Mel Coonrod, Co Griffin
Given to: .be l-bLfric V
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C. Runoff
middle

had
and

Inspectors Signature and
#, h&*rd*4'/trL-

I'umber: t'tilm, J. Malencik lt26 Date z J'tLy 27, 1987


